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subsection (2). And since subsection (3) refers bad to
subsection 52) anyway, the |anguage would also goply to
subsection (3). The reason | amnot taking he ame language
and writing it in both sections is that it Is regundant ar('?dul(%

i s unnecessary. So let me state what +t he amendment does now
wi thout giving the terns in it because that m ght be confusing.

We want to find out how to di spose of unclainmed remains that are
discovered in an unmarked burial site. There may be some
scientific or justifiablehistoric reasonfor studying those
remains for the period that is allowed under the pjj| . Wiere
the language is now, it allows that study to occur only with
reference to Indian remins that fit that description of

uncl aimed, unmarked, or wunidentifiable. B utting the
| anguage in subsection (2), it makes all such r}émgyn subjegct to

the same rules. That is what theamendnent (ges. It sounds
nore complicated when | explain it than it really is, but | want
t he explanation to be conplete, so that if anybody reads the

transcription and follow what '| have sajd, there will be a clear
under standing that what the amendnent is doing is applying t he
same rules to all remains,all human skel etal remains, rather
t han just those of Native Americans. I will answer any
questions you have, but | am asking that you adopt this
amendment.

SENATOR LABEDZ: Thank you, Senator Chambers. Senator Schmit
on the Chambers amendnent. pgags. Senator Abboud.  Senator
Abboud passes. Senator Warner. W are speaking on the Chanbers

amendnent to LB 340.

SENATOR WARNER: Just a question for Senator Chambers SO |
under st and. Your amendment includes burial goods,zpnq| amnot
getting into a discussion of that, is there elsewhere in the 5
or within the sections, is there an area in here where o will
get...where somebody could get into an argument that something

constituted burial goods, and the only reason | raise the
qu.estl on, t hat Senat or B.ernard_.stevenS. mad e a very expl icit
point on the research that is available with sone 43¢ {he tems
and skel etal remins. And | am just wondering, if. | have

absolutely no disagreenent apout the  skel et al remains
what soever, but | was just wondering are we indirectly creating
a future problemon was or was not sonething burial goods hat

was found in the same V|C|n|ty’> O isthereaprocessthat
woul d resolve that otherwise in the act?

SENATOR CHAMBERS:  Senat or Warner, in recent days when they have
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